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. J avid u arwell, executive director 
,03 

0 B St., IMp 2d floor 
liington, IX) 20530 

ar 'i. Harwell. 

x -iose who write me self -sorvinc letters, like yours of the 18th, generally do not 
rvo their interets that way. i’o the degree possible for me't^am trying to make as 
uch and as meaningful a record for our history as I can. So 1 therefor iiiuu li ■ 31 

Wf0iaBjk!ii&3rk> accept y.-ur invitation to add to this record. 

ii3 I remember, and chocldng the file is awkward for me, Mliat you refer to as 
y letter to you of hirch y, 1995," was not uritten by you at all. I recall also that 
) asked me to do for you what you should be doing for yourself and had not done and 
> not report having made any effort to do after I sent you whit y©u did jam ask me to 
:tjli‘ify : ' further. 

Are you now tolling rao that you, individually or collectively, cduld not under- 
lain! it when I gave you details of government interferences with my publishing on the 
K assassination?!# is it your position tjliat what the agencies did to and about us in 
t inf or: ation about tliat assassination? 

■ L ou could not understand when I told you that * had been informed 
1) that John Sparrow, warden of All <>ouls, had killed publication of my firs* book 
England? 

2) tliat he had, as a British reporter told me, a history of working for intelli- 

nce? 

I've just been told that recently disclosed CIA records reflect Ms connection with 



ou 



could not have asked the CIA ajtfytMug about tliat? ^ ^ }uff~ f 



<tq. 



Or, if you really wanted tortile job you sought and accepted, you could not have asked 

urther to learn if the CIA gave Mm any assistance in Ms Times of London Literary Sup- 

• ar +' ic ' l il-r' x ‘ i j 

smeiixaMOr vliercaiter hiving that, Already published, republished in the Jtnited States 



a tiny book? It is not easy to imagine that with all else Sparrow had to do lie had the 
Lme for the research required. That included reading and being familiar with all the 
oks hej riticizeu with direct quotations frol* them and being familiar with all that the 
:*ren Commission published to be able to cite that selectively. 

VI add, now tliat I've heard some such records K3kve been disclosed ^it night be 
j>od to check tnem under the names of two other British publishers, Frewin «nd Wiedenfeld 
jid Bicholson. V/hew no book on the assassination had been published and the respected 
.shington bureau cMef of the k'imes of --nndon recommended Whitewash they rejected it. 
le publisher who use Sparrow was Collins, and given my Mstory with Fischer AG in (Jer- 
sey, it night be a good d£ea to check headquarters and station records ofj that.) 

Are you telling me that you could not understand ■- d ; \ A ;• •. A i, . t h 
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tot on my second book my mail,(1t^ch included chapter of it as 1 wrote them, were 
vlayed as i now recall a month or more and that he. sent md a cable telling me all 
7 mail for a long period of time reached hiia in a single deliver^? 

Tiiat the ^hurch coiamittee brought to light the fact tiiat during that period of 
ine tie Pel was intercepting foreign mail at the post ofiices and delivering it to 
Jh; CIA? 

A r (y. 

Tiiat Fischer wrote me asking to publish Whitewash and that those letters did not 
:ac j) me? &W- 

That not having heard iron me it returned the manscipt- and it never reached me? 

Gan it be that you could not understand what x wrote you ff^at seems to be a prima 
acie case o^ suJ^ interference in the United States, uherc all domestic activity was 
prohibited the CIA., when - told you tiiat ; 

I bad taken a deal to the literary agency of Littauer & Wilkinson at 500 Fifth 
jvenjie in hew York because that magazino wanted to deal with me thrugh an agent? 



•ft 



he. 



at’ 



That Wal Wilkinson read the manuscript and phoned me that he liked it? 

Tiiat he then offered tc represent the book in Fngland but said nothing could be 
d|one with it in the nited States? 

That years later I learned tiiat a) Wilkinson was 13* Howard hunt 1 s age fib ; tiiat 

6tvt( / 1 i ts A 

iunt ussed ids office as ins own office; tiiat hunt had a tiedline that made it appear 

to those phoning him tharg were tallcing to him tiiere when he was in some CIA ofi'ice in 

/asliington; and that the Chgfich comiiittee bre^uht to light tiiat ther^ias a hittauer 

oifnciation in He Work tiiat was a CIA f oundation? (When the boy scout who leads you across 

intersections was not on duty I got and sent you hunt's own Who's Who listing tiiat gives 

ittauer and Willdnson as the addrqss of k/.s of x ice .if'i'iiat needed "clarification?) 

Pfyi>ur 

I told you that aasl employee who 



.iployee who handled sucii matters liked Whitewash very much 
lift'd 



ttk 



fid recommended to p it to Frederick Praeger^ turned it down. I also told you that the 
irch committee brought to light tiiat -^raeger was a CIA publisher. Tills needed clirifi- 
atiori before you could ask the CIA anytiiing? fh**i W** 7>» efh*lr cisj ftvffcjn 

Bf t then tiiat letter you say you wrote me made ne r*ferenc«fc to £ittauer‘ and Siilkinj&n. v\, 

H-wnf 

r to r raeger tiiat l recall. 



md 



I told you tiiat the CIA gffice of Security dislosed, probably by accident , tiiat it 
me in two files anu did not send tiiat memo to its general counsel i^esponse to 



nfy re^ues^t. I tiiink you should he able to understand tiiat. I told you that the CIA's 



|eneral counsel told im Lesar, who I think is no stranger to you, and me that he had been 
old I had filed no requests at all. Bo roagbe you can think that perhaps there is a con- 
iction of some kind in the ‘ufiic.j of Security not sending him the memo I told you I had 
id then did not liave access to and my assassination work. Then I did send you tiiat memo. 
i|nd you have not even acknowledged receipt of it, leave along tell me you were doing 
ouo thing about It. 
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Resumed 4/23: There are days and times and conditions under which some of us 
der people cannot do as well as we'd like. I had some trouble with this so you 
jso can. If you want to. If you want to understand it you can and will* Your 
cord with me and on not even trying to bring to light what is assassination in~ 
cjtrmation in any definition is such that were I to rewrite this it would make no 
fference to you anyway* And I can make constructive use of the time it would take. 

I liad written friends in adademe that I would waste no more tirae on you 
cept in response to specific questions. 

But yours is so obviously a self-serving letter X could not ignore it if I did 
spend all the tirae on it I could have. 

I really do feel sorry for you, individually and collectively. 

Under the best of conditions none of you was really prepared to meet the obli- 
tions you assumed. U n der the best of conditions it was a very difficult job for 

|iyonG * ft 

Y&u began in ignorance wheteSfefcf your scholastic and professional aoclfishinaixts 

id preparations may have been. 'iiiat you could not help. But that you did worse than 

:eep yourselves in ignorance was your choice. For that you alone are responsible. 

low you did - and did not - do you work was also your choice. Uobody else lias any 

pxs responsibility for it. 

At least one member of the board lias repeatedly expressed preconceptions and pre- 
judices that should have leu him not to.-ceept the responsibilities he assumed. 

All members of the board should have realised they cmuld not meet their xJSBjiX. 
sponsibilities , including to themselves, on a parttime basis, by devoting so little 
.me to their responsibilies to the nation on the board. 

That it is a part-time board spending but a slight fraction of its tirae on board 
<prk - and all began without any sub j cctMaatter knowledge or expertise -magnified your 
responsibilities. 

°o, in the end, in any evaluation of responsibilities and how they were or were 
nbt met, there will be greater attention on you. 

mid you, personally, whatever your prior experiences may have been, have not re- 
flected tiny understanding of the realities and of the environment of what you undertook. 

it is not at all difficult to make the case that you began intending not to suc- 
ceed, whatever may be in your mind or whatever you think your intentions are. 

V/hen I was sent a copy of what 1,J r* ' A unheim had sjad I wrote him about that, without 
response and without my letter being returned. Uhat he stated includes a lack of under- 
banding of these realities. 
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So I am, genuinely, sorry for you, individually and collectively; and I am sorry 
or the nation because you cannot and will not have accomplished what it was possible 
o accomplish of what you undertook. 

I regret, too, that you reveal so much in treating the disclosure of GDI 359 as 
|o momentous* 

With all there is that lias real significance that with your powers you have done 
■jjothing about. 
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ilie false record you seek to make in your 4/I8 lingers on my mind, lou are saying 
or the fpiure^nd to explain away your present and its failure that what £ gave you is 
f no value; that you have devoted "significant effort" trying to understand or makranwnr 
ense of it; deciding on "the most advantageous course to follow" which means how to 
•Snore it all ip plain English; and that you still need "clarification." 

■^liis no doubt explains your failure to use the phoe a single time to ask me a 
jingle question of for a single clarification or a single explanation. 

And you limit this to my "correspondence." That is not by any means all the board 
jot from me as you well know. 

I tliink your letter can be regarded and I do regard it as high-class ^arvard-style 

ijiftysierism. It is the letter of a lawyer covenring his ass with a lawyer's letter. 

So I will be a bit more blunt about what you did get from me and what uses you could 

save made of it before you defined out of the Act qnd your responsibilities under it what 

as unwelcome to you or that you feared addressing, perhaps over wiiat it might me an to 
our future. Prom me you gotly /Vnyq ; * 

A prima facie case that the government conspired, on the highest lel§giSer> not to 
avestigate the assassination itself and proof that it did not, both documented with of- 
icial records and official evidence. 

Official proof tint Oswald did not commit th. crime find more, the official proof 
;|hat he could not have. 

That this is official evidence means that officialdom knew about it, knew the truth, 
d lied about it to us, to the country and to tin? world. 

Pi oof that the autopsy chief proseebr testified in official proceedings in con - 
jradiction to himself and, beeause of the materiality of his false swearing, was a per- 
xrer. This wj#tli regard to more than one matter. Also the official proof that tfeis was 
jfficially covered up. 

Official proof that the autopsy notes, which are in evidence before the Warren Com- 
mission and \} q .$ in its possession when it questioned the chief autopsy prosector, did then 
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prist , thereafter did not exist where it was required to be, and after that, the 
aae chief prosector swore to ] laving destroyed those note by burning them in the 
ireplaec of Ms recreation room on ITovember 24, 1y6p, which was months before he 
Ratified with them in liis hands. 

'?Ms is only part of what you say you cannot understandflfehat needs "clarification" 
»[r, the® ambiguity is yours, you do not know what to do with. Despite what you refer to 
"significant effort." 

If you would like tie record you will leave to include more like this I'll take 
re time for it. 

You have the power of subpoena, wMch means to compel appearance with the production 
'f records, and testimony '•inder oath and this is riot clear to you, or you cannot under- 
tani.l it 03? you can't figure out what to do-all these months. 

iut you can ^define "assassination records" so that to the degree possible by your 
jefinition you. can try# to ignore all of this , wMle "filfilling our obligations under 
.3 law." 
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I am not jjBt yet to old, too ill or too aS^rm^to tell you I resent very much your 
fforif^bo misuse rue as part of your covering up for the failure you intend and supervise 
id impliment to protect earlier official covering up and worse. 

ildscntraent is not the only emotion I feel strongly but i do not believe it is 
jecessary to Articulate the others. 





